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BEFORE THE BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS
FOR THE STATE OF ARIZONA

In the Matter of ) No. 03-17
)
Fritz Hardt, Ph.D., ) CONSENT AGREEMENT,
) FINDINGS OF FACT,
Holder of License No. 195 ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
for the Practice of Psychology ) AND ORDER
In Arizona )
)

On August 1, 2003, the Arizona Board of Psychologist Examiners (“Board”) discussed Case
No. 03-17 regarding Fritz A. Hardt, Ph.D. (“Licensee”) and voted to offer Licensee the opportunity
to enter into the following Consent Agreement. Licensee was not present at the Board meeting.
Licensee and the Board agree as follows:

CONSENT AGREEMENT

1. The Board and Licensee enter into this Consent Agreement in order to promptly and
judiciously resolve this matter, consistent with the public interest and the statutory requirements of
the Board.

2. Pursuant to A.R.S. §§ 32-2081(F)(4), (5) and (K)(3), and 41-1092.07(F)(5), the Board
will adopt the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order set forth below.

3. Licensee has the right to consult with an at‘zorney prior to entering into this Consent
Agreement. He has read and understands the Consent Agreement, Findings of Fact, Conclusions
of Law, and Order, and makes this agreement freely and voluntarily. He irrevocably waives his right
to a hearing, rehearing, or judicial review.

4. The Consent Agreement and Order will be effective when signed by the Board’s
Executive Director. The Consent Agreement, Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order are

a public record.
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FINDINGS OF FACT

L. The Ari.zona Board of Psychologist Examiners (“Board”) is authorized to regulate the
practice of psychology in Arizona pursuant to A.R.S. §§ 32-2061, et seq.

2. Fritz A. Hardt, Ph.D. (“Licensee”) is the holder of License No. 195 for the practice of
psychology in the State of Arizona.

3. In April 2002, Ms. D., who was divorced and had two children, contacted Licensee
regarding obtaining psychological services.

4. In post-dissolution proceedings regarding Ms. D. and her formér husband, the two were
seeing another therapist regarding their co-parenting relationship, a family court advisor had been
appointed, and a custody evaluation had been performed. According to the parents’ custody
arrangement, mother had final authority to make educational decisions and father had final authority
regarding medical decisions. The parents agreed that neither would seek or obtain elective medical,
dental, orthodontic, optical, or psychological care for the children without prior discussion and
consent of the other parent. -

5. Inlate April 2002, Licensee saw Ms. D’s boyfriend for therapy, and in May 2002, he first
saw Ms. D.

6. On September 12, 2002, Licensee interviewed Ms. D.’s oldest child and conducted a
Maternal Home Assessment, and the following day, he interviewed the younger child. On

September 14, 2002, Licensee observed Ms. D. and her children at home.







